RG104 E-1 Box 130 


3 Treasury Department, 


BUREAU OF THE MINT, 


J a 
Washington, DD, ©. Sibroa ares ' 1884, 


tiv: 


She avl pLetoer he Younes feta Pee Loe f He / ae 
pee ant, wr fh fi L lx OE TE of ara GS = ? Abin LS Ze, ; 
biel La tee OW AF UPLB LP pale tating Ke, ehaiges Hae he 
wmf th ($V ~LHAcre At firv2i Ao. Lon pe) Puts we | 


yi ee et Lede ARRAS BAGG GUL 2 


Mee auntie for tke free bred eflom hiv FA /EF4. 


A pelgtitr, At Ka af senertiter OIE 


Pig lane meer xy 14, re 
waka ear ey ee we pte EPS Sine. 
i? bas fast py ee VEL MD Abeound. LT 
Ae eotnbh of ah Se plagegeed Hah, of fos ble, 
Yeh eolloh He Mf fren ie (S050) from He 


Abr On Ande BLA d. th Me He bsshait i 
Croft inrth Jaws fe. 


ee 


RG104 E-1 Box 130 . oe 
a 
a 


© de pelathin, te Hh ramenen of airpriting Ha 
hlog ekarge “pn DE, PM Pon Af Ho 
png Nelli. A ecretdl wag Kal 4 pen Lf arr 
Mp Let sae Aecvet Pipe 3 Se ee age, 

FES AY vz wage 6 At be implanted, cae heme , 
nky ee OTT 
a Hi Aifanit je glaninver. % of Ke 

barse peguired, pie ae Ki wawen center — 
bare drdHetn. lari Pa ce 8 gue ——_ 
hire LAT pyr Ale a sa i. e: 








OG Wiofent, por 1c ala is ae Me 
prem wf Aim ete e AIP REA AAG OCLA dee 
Fos At fret Ae te Har tarde | ee 
Yau Be, <a, ets sei 






RG104 E-1 Box 130 


ye: MCAt In, M024, ane cures G GG fone. KK 
mambe of Curie tf Refi fitr pigucta Att ROE 
the Mh far Ar a well be 64 Ke ehargl 
fer whieh whore LAC oe 

J Late Pash yore ‘3 crnfrrwed Ac Abia 
Lh Lage ON EE en 
ve ee with edt h. Bat pee hij§ ford ore be) 
th arenirg ah ee ULI ate Af ren Oloe AEG AM CA Ar 
Aetutet, te Misi ee 
Kugge AOL Mite he Le es ARE TPE tr mA PAPLA 
ponacstth Mode ye pata alah ae oct, 
Arrive at Ke dee ee eT ae 
asia as He id prs maaimoesae ) 


ALAN Arne MADD RITA REEDS tp eh ee 





Nhe Laat Aotion rf Me petognd Jaragrafehe 
Gyms ACM, ar scene A" vaccimae anc htc 


Phage om Ki hepeorsit of haagunb f*, MES of 


ee ee ae a a 7 Z 
‘ ‘ RG 104 E-1 Box 130 2 Me m 








\1AD930 nunetol il 
fre welt rw Ke 
Kitrar, trl Ly, 
PA 


= rT > 

9 2 ey 
has Ve 
a eS ee 





RG104 E-1 Box 130 





NARA RG104, Entry 1, Box 130 


[Abstract:] How to adjust error of 17¢ in Bar charge... 
E.OL. 


Treasury Department, 
Bureau of the Mint, 
Washington, D.C., 
February 2, 1884 


Sir: 


I have received your communication of the Ist instant, in reply to mine of the 31st ultimo, 
in relation to errors in calculating the charges to be imposed on certain deposits embraced on the 
abstract sheets accompanying your Bullion Accounts for the quarter ended September 30, 1883. 


In relation to the charge of seventeen cents imposed on the deposit of July 17, 1883 made 
by George F. Craig, which should have been $1.72. I would say that, rather than have any 
suspension or disallowance made in your accounts on account of it, I would suggest that, if 
possible, you collect the difference ($1.55) from the person and carry it to the credit of your 
“Profit and loss account.” 


In relation to the manner of computing the “alloy charge” on the two deposits referred to 
in my letter I would say that your explanation does not cover the facts in the cases. The “alloy 
charge” is to be imposed, as you state, only on the number of ounces of copper required to 
reduce the deposit to the fineness of the bars required, which in the cases under consideration 
was sterling, 925 fine; but the point is that there has evidently been an error made in arriving at 
the number of ounces of copper required. For instance, take the deposit of July 17th of 516.10 
ounces 999 fine, to be paid in sterling bars. The number of ounces of copper required to reduce 
this deposit to a standard of 925 fine would be 42, and at the rate of two cents an ounce the 
charge would be 84 cents. Take the deposit of August 9th made by the same person, 1027.30 
ounces 999 fine. The number of ounces of copper required to reduce this deposit to sterling 
would be 83, the charge for which should be $1.66. 


In each case you have imposed a less charge than would seem to be correct. This would 
indicate that you have a different method of arriving at the number of ounces required to reduce 
a deposit to the standard desired than suggests itself to me, and one or the other must be wrong, 
and I desire to know how you arrive at the amount imposed in each of these cases — 77 cents and 
$1.54 — in order to satisfy myself as to the proper method, and also to correct an erroneous 
method if it is in existence. 


The last portion of the second paragraph of your letter, where you say “and the alloy 
“charge on the deposit of August 9th 1883 of 1027.30 ounces is two cents per ounce on the “fine 
silver in the deposit,” is evidently a clerical error, and I simply direct your attention to it. 
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Very respectfully, 
Horatio C. Burchard 
Director 


A. Loudon Snowden, Esq. 
Supt. Mint, 
Philadelphia. 


